Mr. Victor Navasky, editor 9/28/89 

The Nation 
72 Fifth Ave., 

New York, N.Y. 10011 

Dear Mr. Navasky, 

Maybe you are not old enough to remember the Franco revolt, as I do - and it is 
something not mentioned in the Gallagher preview" - but I send this letter to the editor 
to you to tell you that once again The Nation is rewriting history, as it did in that 
piece by Andrew Kopkind X chided you and him for. 

It was disgraceful for you then to print that lengtiiy unfactual and non-responsive 
attempt at self-justification he wrote. 

I t also is disgraceful now for you to blame the fascist success not on their over— 
whelming power but on whoever she means by "Communists" and Stalin. 

dimple logical escapes you '•plural) in these poligcal tracts. How can "the arrival 
of aid be said to "doom" the revolution that won? 

The revolution in that war was r ranco's, not the popular— front government's. 

How could it have doomed the government, which could not have survived as long 
as it did without it? 

It has been too many years for me to be certain of my recollection and I nay not 
be correct but I believe that the Barcelona tragedy was because defeating Franco and his 
allies was not the anarchists' s first priority. Gallagher quotes Goldman in one formu- 
lation of this. V.ith Franco vanning the war &he told anarchist youth, "You must make 
re..dy to fight on every front that is threatening the ^evolution in Spain." S 0 , they 
fought the government's Troops. 

If you think I'm being unfair in what I say of that kopkinrf diatribe in the guise 
of a response, please reread what I said and see how much - or little - of it he even 
mentioned. 

rfith that and his original article and with this you mislead many people, parti- 
cularly those who are not in a position to question what they read in The Nation" and 
believe they have no reason to. I regret this very much. 

i rankly , 1 don't see how The Nation read what “allagher submitted without noticing 
tiiat she selected from Goitka^ji's life onlj those things she could misuse a review £bp to 
promote her own political hates. And what she""a!SEX~omitted to do this. 4 

^ Writer^ shojild and do have their rights. Hut editors also have responsibilities. 

They do owe fairness and honesty to their trusting readers. 

Sincerely, 

ijlt l tUll UU^j 

Harold Weisberg 

* Flease note that G a n ag her here capitalizes the "It" in devolution" to make it refer to 
the Anarchist’s revolution. Elsewhere it is not capitalized, as in what I quote in the 
letter. 



